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Commissioner for Patents 

1 . As stated in the restriction action on 03/16/2007, applicant is advised that a reply to this requirement (03/16/2007) must 
include an identification of the species that is elected consistent with this requirement, and a listing of all claims readable thereon, 
including any claims subsequently added. An argument that a claim is allowable or that all claims are generic is considered 
nonresponsive unless accompanied by an election and Should applicant traverse on the ground that the species are not patentably 
distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or 
clearly admit on the record that this is the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions unpatentable over the 
prior art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 103 of the other invention. 

Since applicant did not identify what species is elected and what claims or claim belong to the elected species, the reply is 
consider non-responsive. 

2. Since the reply filed on 04/10/2007 appears to be bona fide, applicant is given a TIME PERIOD of ONE (1) MONTH or 
THIRTY (30) DAYS from the mailing date of this notice, whichever is longer, within which to submit an amendment in compliance 
with 37 CFR 1.121 in order to avoid abandonment. EXTENSIONS OF THIS TIME PERIOD MAY BE GRANTED UNDER 37 CFR 
1.136(a). 
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